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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-21 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-10,12-15,20,21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite forfaiting to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. It is unclear how an unpublished 
object, if comprised one of a file and message queue, is able to receive an emblem for a 
network account. It is also unclear as to how a published object, if comprised of one of 
a file and message queue, is able to receive a request for network account credentials. 

3. Claim 10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 10 recites the limitation "the agent" in line 10 on page 
20. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made, 



5. Claims 1-9,11-15,17-21 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jiang et al (US pat 6,453,354), and further in view of McNally (US pat 6,549,932). 

Regarding Claim 1 , Jiang et al teaches a computer-implemented method 
comprising: sending a request for network account credentials from an originating 
account (col.8 lines 52-59; col. 10 lines 8-9) associated with an unpublished object (col. 5 
lines 10-15) to a dispatch (col.4 lines 2-5) associated with a published object (col. 2 lines 
25-32), the request sent to the published object associated with the dispatch includes 
identification of the unpublished object associated with the originating account; 
authenticating the originating account at the dispatch (col. 5 lines 35-40); and, upon 
authenticating the originating account, sending an emblem (col.8 lines 52-59; col. 10 
lines 9-12; col. 24 lines 9-12) for a network account to the originating account, the 
emblem sent to the unpublished object associated with the originating account and 
having the identification as included with the request. What McNally teaches that Jiang 
does not teach is a dispatcher according to the requirements of the claimed invention 
(col.2 lines 30-35). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
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combine Jiang's file server system with McNally's system of a distributed computing 
environment using a dispatcher in order to allow a system to identify particular 
machines that are candidates to receive a task deployment without the need for an 
administrator to have to manually associate the task with given groups of machines 
(McNally col.2 lines 30-35). 

Regarding claim 2, Jiang and McNally teach the method of claim 1 , in addition 
Jiang teaches the emblem is encrypted (col.24 lines 9-12). 

Regarding Claim 3, Jiang and McNally teach the method of claim 1, in addition 
Jiang teaches the published object and the unpublished object comprises a message 
queue (col.23 line 66 thru col.24 line 25). 

Regarding claim 4, Jiang and McNally teach the method of claim 1, in addition 
Jiang teaches the published object and the unpublished object comprises a file (col.2 
lines 25-35; col.23 line 66 thru col.24 line 25). 

Regarding Claim 5, Jiang and McNally teach the method of claim 1, in addition 
Jiang teaches the emblem comprises a token (col. 8 lines 52-59; col. 10 lines 9-12). 
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Regarding claim 6, Jiang and McNally teach the method of claim 1, in addition 
Jiang teaches the network account for which the emblem is sent from the dispatch to 
the originating account comprises a batch account of the dispatch (col. 10 lines 7-14). 

Regarding Claim 7, Jiang and McNally teach the method of claim 1 , in addition 
Jiang teaches sending an emblem for the network account to the originating account 
comprises remoting the batch account to the originating account, such that the emblem 
comprises an emblem for the batch account (col. 2 lines 19-25; col. 10 lines 7-14). 

Regarding claim 8, Jiang and McNally teach the method of claim 1 , in addition 
Jiang teaches the network account for which the emblem is sent from the dispatch to 
the originating account comprises an agent account of an agent (col. 9 lines 13-15). 

Regarding claim 9, Jiang and McNally teach the method of claim 1 , in addition 
Jiang teaches sending an emblem for the network account to the originating account 
comprises: 

proxy logging on to the agent (col.8 lines 12-15); 

remoting the agent account to the originating account upon proxy log on to the 
agent, such that the emblem comprises an emblem for the agent account (col. 2 lines 
25-43; col.9 lines 13-15). 

Regarding claim 11, Jiang et al teach a computer-implemented method 
comprising: sending an unencrypted request for network account credentials (col.8 lines 
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52-54) from an originating account to a dispatch (col. 10 lines 7-9); authenticating the 
originating account at the dispatch (col. 5 lines 35-40); 
upon authenticating the originating account, 
proxy logging on to an agent account(col.8 lines 12-15); and, 
transmitting an emblem including network account credentials for one of the 
agent account and a batch account back to the originating account to satisfy the 
request for network account credentials sent from the originating account (col. 10 lines 
9-12). What McNally teaches that Jiang does not teach is a dispatcher according to the 
requirements of the claimed invention (col. 2 lines 30-35). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Jiang's file server system with McNally's 
system of a distributed computing environment using a dispatcher in order to allow a 
system to identify particular machines that are candidates to receive a task deployment 
without the need for an administrator to have to manually associate the task with given 
groups of machines (McNally col.2 lines 30-35). 

Claim 12 is substantially equivalent to claim 1 , therefore claim 12 is rejected 
because of similar rationale. 

Claim 1 3 is substantially equivalent to a combination of claims 3 and 4, therefore 
claim 13 is rejected because of similar rationale. 
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Regarding claim 14, Jiang and McNally teach a method of claim 11, in addition 
Jiang teaches a published object is associated with the dispatch, the published object 
designed to receive the request for network account credentials (col. 2 lines 25-32). 

Claim 15 is substantially equivalent to a combination of claims 3 and 4, therefore 
claim 15 is rejected because of similar rationale. 

Claim 17 is substantially equivalent to claim 11, therefore claim 17 is rejected 
because of similar rationale. 

Claim 18 is substantially equivalent to claim 1, therefore claim 18 is rejected 
because of similar rationale. 

Regarding claim 19, Jiang and McNally teach the system of claim 17, in addition 
Jiang teaches satisfying a request for network account credentials from an originating 
account only upon first authenticating the originating account (col. 5 lines 35-40). 

Claim 20 is substantially equivalent to claim 14, therefore claim 20 is rejected 
because of similar rationale. 

Claim 21 is substantially equivalent to claim 13, therefore claim 21 is rejected 
because of similar rationale. 
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6. Claims 10 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jiang and McNally, and further in view of Schmeidler et al (US pat 6,374,402). 

Regarding claims 10 and 16 Jiang and McNally teach the method of claims 1 and 
1 1 , however, fail to teach that the emblem is expirable, such that the method further 
comprises determining whether the emblem is about to expire, and upon so 
determining, renewing the emblem with a renewing authority. Schmeidler et al does 
teach that the emblem is expirable, such that the method further comprises determining 
whether the emblem is about to expire, and upon so determining, renewing the emblem 
with a renewing authority (col.24 line 60 thru col.25 line 24). It would be obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to combine Jiang et al's method of accessing data with 
Schmeidler et al's teaching of using tokens that expire in order to further enhance the 
security of the content received through on-line demand by preventing unauthorized use 
and copying (col. 2 lines 19-26). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tremayne M. Norris whose telephone number is (703) 
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305-8045. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM-5:00PM alternate 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory Morse can be reached on (703) 305-4789. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Tremayne Norris 




June 10, 2004 




RIMARY EXAMINER 



